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Another queftion may arife, with regard to ap- 
pellatives, or the names of fpecies. It feems of no great 
ufe to fet down the words horfe, dog, cat, willow, 
alder, dafy, ?~ofe, and a thoufand others, of which it 
will be hard to give an explanation not more ob- 
fcure than the word itfelf. Yet it is to be confidered, 
that if the names of animals be inferted, we muft ad- 
mit thofe which are more known, as well as thofe with 
which we are, by accident, lefs acquainted ; and if 
they are all rejected, how will the reader be relieved 
from difficulties produced by allufions to the crocodile, 
the cama3leon, the ichneumon, and the hyasna ? If 
no plants are to be mentioned, the moll pleafing part 
of nature will be excluded, and many beautiful epi- 
thets be unexplained. If only thofe which are lefs 
known are to be mentioned, who mall fix the limits 
of the reader's learning ? The importance of fuch 
explications appears from the miftakes which the want 
of them has occasioned. Had Shakefpear had a dictio- 
nary of this kind, he had not made the woodbine en- 
twine the honey f tickle ; nor would Milton, with fuch 
afliftance, have difpofed fo improperly of his ellops and 
his fcorpion. 

Besides, as fuch words, like others, require that their 
accents mould be fettled, their founds afcertained, and 
their etymologies deduced, they cannot be properly 
omitted in the dictionary. And though the expla- 
nations 
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nations of fome may be cenfured as trivial, becaufe they 
are almoft univerfally underftood, and thofe of others 
as unneceffary, becaufe they will feldom occur, yet it 
feems not proper to omit them, fince it is rather to be 
wifhed that many readers fliould find more than they 
expect, than that one mould mifs what he might 
hope to find. 

When all the words are felefted and arranged, 
the firft part of the work to be confidered is the 
Orthography, which was long vague and uncertain, 
which at laft, when its fluctuation ceafed, was in many 
cafes fettled but by accident, and in which, according 
to your Lord/hip's obfervation, there is ftill great un- 
certainty among the beft critics; nor is it eafy to ftate 
a rule by which we may decide between cuftom 
and reafon, or between the equiponderant authorities of 
writers alike eminent for judgment and accuracy. 

The great orthographical conteft has long fubfifted 
between etymology and pronunciation. It has been 
demanded, on one hand, that men mould write as they 
ipeak ; but as it has been fhewn that this conformity 
never was attained in any language, and that it is not 
more eafy to perfwade men to agree exactly in fpeakine 
than in writing, it may be afked with equal pro- 
priety, why men do not rather fpeak as they write. M 
France, where this controverfy was at its greateft heioht 
neither party, however' ardent, durft adhere fteadily to 
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